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DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLE S Ol-' THE W' Hr ;-.h : 

(PROGRAM upon which the MARXIST WORKERS LEAGUE aNU hi' Vol.UTION/.RY 

MARXIST LEAGUE have fused) 

Preamble 

No longer is capitalism the progressive force It used to bo. In Its 
period of growth capitalism distinguished itself by the fight for the 
overthrow of the feudal shackles and political despotism which pre¬ 
vented the development of the productive forces. In the impo Pitt Hits 
epoch, when capitalism is decayed, when it can no longer advance so¬ 
ciety, capitalism takes over all the reactionary features of ita pre¬ 
decessor system. Paced, with unemployment, fall in prof its , fa I hi r.’ 
to advance the productive forces,, and many other phenomena of cLjcmy, 
capitalism is attempting to achieve stabilization by instituting ft 
form of planning. This planning goes hand in hand with the l *>t-* at 
trend in modern capitalism towards statif ication or national Irml, Ion ^ 
measures aimed to establish some form of state capitalism, Keonomi** 
cally, this development towards state capitalism expresses itaolf 
in the further exploitation of the workers. T u e capitalist class, 
having become tired of supporting the unemployed without obtaining ■ ny 
use value in return, has at last decided to integrate them In th# 
productive process. In doing so, the tendency of capitalism is not 
to exploit the workers in the old, free, competitive manner, whereby 
the capitalists would compete for the labor power of the prole in 
rians,, The development towards state capitalism, foreshadowed by the 
intensification of the control power of the state over economic mat* 
fcers transforms the proletariat into a position of industrial a> = rfn, 
witnin the framework of capitalist relationships , of course, St M.o 
capitalism or nationalization by the bourgeois. *tate must thorn fore 
be viewed not as a progressive step but as a further step in o n p i - 
tailst deterioration. This is so, because present day society has 
already developed to such a stage that a real advance in the pm illa¬ 
tive forces is made possible, not by the substitution of one exploi¬ 
ting system for another as when capitalism replaced feudalism, but 
only by the eradication of all forms of exploitation. Tho change 
from private to state capitalism, from, laissez-faire to pi,armed m> 
pitalism is aimed to prevent the realization of socialism- a system 
made ripe by historical development- and as such must lju viewed re¬ 
acting as a brake upon the higher development of society. 

Simultaneously with the development of state capitalism appear tho 
most barbaric, despotic forms of capitalist political rule. (• pi - 
talism doffs its democratic mantle that it put on when It final: m-mo 
into power and gets dressed in a new, totalitarian suit of c3- iln a, 

The centralization of the economy into tho hands «>f the :• t." 1 1 lu-ln/n 
with it an even greater centralization of pol It. I on 1 power L ■ Ui* 
state. Liberties that the working clnao onm hoi n.ro a. -m-j I . I < I y 
eliminated. Strikes are prohibited, A worker la told wh< «••• la 
to work and the wages he is to receive. The vt.i- 1 tumn 11 s «< j h 
appearance as something separated from no, -1. ivy, Imp,- pi DO , • n ,i \,, 
forced to expose itself, because of 1 in direct 1 nyo I vm.-n t. in tho pro- 
ductive process, as being the Iron dicta tombIp of m pi.A- I tin- I, i f 
always was even under the demoern t t.c form of m l--, 

The proletariat must have a clear understanding of l;h.> latn.il 
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In the case of Russia where the qtnH«i £ ^ 'V s 16 es P tj<> ' ■* 1 1 ,V 1 - t'U« 

attempted, to utilize tS"orkers oonvle?^n^ !?° t3ky f... 

character of the Ru<?<*lan Pctr^i +.* n f 1 -tion of the prolet/i rt mu 

the idea that what eiiaH^m^T x ? order to get them t, Mcn„pt, 

in other cases! as ?n SexiST ±S some sort of ^'CialUm,. 

talism is acclaimed by the treachero.Ts ? P r nt towards statu 

the nationalization steps’"-? ?? X ? bor opportunists who tmU 

years ago Engels and L^nin maSe Tt clea^th^ oa P“ al h'”- (Many 
capitalist state was not a crg^if ° ler ohc4 ^ nationalization by a 
derstand the latest state" ofJ f asur ?^ 0nl y those who un¬ 
can have a clear understanding of^h trend ln ec °nomic development 
'can really begl? tS fl|ht ?“®i? In nly S °° iall 1 s , t aad 

political parties who fonfuse the ™ , ® ®o-oalled working class 

socialism but are fightin' ?or the • °? are fighting for 

and its replacement with I state capitalism? prlvate capitalism 

— AdriE ^ l£ 2 Jp!,£^bggl M.s PUMDAMENIAL Marxist 

IKINS S S 

11 mann^t^rr^Lrinta 1 ^” 1 ’ a ? dom P lish ® d in a revolutionary 
as a class wieldf ta? pOWer the Proletariat which, organized 

statemachinery'&y S^k^V* tZ°'X < T? a ‘ 1 ° n df ™ 

form of the caJitIn?rdi“fa^tahIp. dem ° CratlC ° r “ ny ° ther 

2) d^democrac^represents th^htata^ fr0 » beln 6 “ restriction 
pression of the^orking m-sses^mh fo ™ 01 ths d emocratic ex- 
trol is wielded direct?- f™f h^ he ® co ?° mlc and political con- 
organized in its council q n b 7 the armed working class 

ves in direct conW of ;h ° n ^ by havin § the workers thomsel- 

Ship of the^ revolution?™ ^ under the leader¬ 

ship develop p:rogres 3 ivelv^Ihi t" 116 Proletarian dictator- 
ciety. The devflnnm?nt L 5!j the classeless, socialist 

socialism is best evidenced b v e th? 0l ?? ari ? n . dloto t°rship towards 
ever greater avenue*? fop steps taken In opening up 

rious b^cLs o? the democra ttZM fcion of the vu- 

the dictatorship moves the “PP ir atus. The nearer to socialism 
ratus. The wider the U? ,? n f«* for dictatorial appa- 
state MchiJn S 7 ! h ° " orkl "8 ">•«•«« over the 

bureaucracy^ offtataid™ becomes the abolition of 

the dictatwehip of the nr?i bhe . n ?” rdr the point reached where 
eless, soctahs? ^^7^ * Wlthor '' a '"" 7 lnto thd cla..- 

^ pr?du?ttan a ftam the°™tafa 1 ish P " W ? r /f, proprlates the means of 
fit and P oHhu v " pita ists, abolishes production for pro- 

eless? equaltaaSan WT ?f Pr0ductlon for use. The clLs- 
proletariat in cominr'1nto^ 1S JS ,et n °t_realized since the 
with all forms of "c'~r>?ts t 1 P ow er, cannot immediately do away 
tripe out with one remnai ? ts nor can it immediately 

carried over*into th^ -n & inequalities which unavoidably are 
establishedforfj L society. The proletarian state is 

ping out al] pUrpose of Tnakin 6 that transition, of wi¬ 

ping out all .he carryovers of capitalistic life. The proleta- 








rlat* ea$fy> howeVe^,:' .oiPnjverthrbwing .caplta;li.s!m 'estdblis.frlsuchr a *. 
society where the basic ' form of production and exchange will be' 
of a socialist nature and thus make possible the eradication of'* 
the capitalistic remnants* 

• ' the international character of the proletarian revolution 
f oilers the necessity fop an International! party organization to 
lead that revolution# 

The international Party will practice thorough democracy and 
will be an organization where all national sections participate 
as equals. This democracy, known as democratic centralism, will 
enable the International to carry ©n unified, concerted,centra¬ 
lized action, at the same time that all national sections reserve 
the Pull right to criticize any of the decisions of the intcraa- 
tional body. As before national conventions, the international 
convention will be proceeded by thorough internal discussions 
among the party members and, if the questions are deeded very 
important they shall be discussed openly before the class, in *© 
ous'o3 are minority views to be stifled* they are to be permitted 
fill democratic expression. The International Tarty will 

fomand utmost obedienee from its national sections t» ##£i*$«ns 
passed by its conventions as the national sections will demand 
of their own members. 

5) The revolutionary organization. Marxist in character, must at 
all times.and under all conditions retain its organizational 
and political independence. Failure to do so meaAs cajplbufa«> 
tiesi to the opportunist elements wi thin the ranks of labor as 
exemplified by the Trotskyist capitulation t© gccfal-XJemecyacy 
in ©nt#ri»g the Second lnternati#*al. 

6) The proletariat in its march towards gtewej? its 

blows against all forms of capitalist!# rule &$| S*«WS»*t be¬ 
come u supporter nor take a passive attitude tfVfcato $he* 
"democratic" fori? *f bourgeois '$$ ptet ftCtifcly 

combat the fake capitalist demtsras&y rfakijk $0- » tfco'iigujlifc and 
one *«mys dupes the masses into ftrge.tti« 4 g $&c glass nature of 
tht# farm Pt capitalistic, rule. 

7) m% wfeile exposing this "democrat!*” form tf sap* tall gut «** de- 
monctrating the impossibility »£ proletariat achieving po¬ 
wer through parliamentary dhaaml# p$ struggle, the prclelari&a 
organisation must utilize elections and the parliament a^ a fo¬ 
rum to propagate its revolutionary idea# ami as a . platfearm from 
which t* expose, thi# parliarumtary set up as representing tb« 
hidden rule of capitalism. 

a) The proletarian, organization shall at m b4ae find itself 
in a position wheye it enters into capitalist cabinets nor 
find itself in a position of partioipating with the bour¬ 
geoisie in suppressing the independent actions t>t the 
masses. Wherever revolutionary candidates ay® elected 
irte local offices, they must use their position to sabo¬ 
tage the machinery ©f the federal government, t# Immodla¬ 
tely arm the proletariat, to abolish the special body of 
police. 


Proletarian revolutionists shall at no timA find thorn- 
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selves in a position where they execute capitalist laws* 'i'!"' 
purpose of revolutionists in office is not to adminls tor the 
capitalist machine but to uproot it. 

b) The parliamentary activity of the revolutionary organization 
is subordinated to the drive for independent working class 
action in unions, on the streets, in the shops. 

c) The proletariat must be taught that no important gain of any 
value can ever be attained through the parliamentary machine 
but must be fought for on the streets. 

d) Parliamentarism becomes not only unnecessary but will prove 
very harmful td the revolutionary organization at a time when 
the proletariat is completely drawn away from parliamentarism 

when the attention of the proletariat is directed to 
et* actions and the preparation for an uprising. 



8) In the fight against capitalism, the revolutionary organization 
will always come across two wings of the capitalist class, a 
so-called reactionary and a so-called liberal wing. In contrast 
to the opportunist elements who always find themselves suppor¬ 
ting the liberal wing as a lesser evil, the Marxist organiza¬ 
tion must point out the falseness of this policy and orient the 
workers to a struggle against all sections of capitalism in its 
liberal and conservative forms. 

In connection with our guiding line, namely the struggle a- 
gainst all forms of capitalist rule, events in Spain have 
supplied us valuable lessons. Spain has formed the testing 
ground for anyone claiming to hold an irreconcilable attitude 
towards bourgeois democracy. For it is there that we found 
a fascist and a ’’democratic” wing of capitalism locked in 
battle. It is there that we saw alleged revolutionists of the 
Anarcho-Syndicalist type, POUM, the Trotskyist and left- 
Trotskyist groupings, people who far years preached deadly 
combat against democratic capitalism, line up either directly 
or indirectly in support of liberal bourgeois oppression. This 
treachery went, of course, under the name of "fighting fascism”. 
Thus, when in the first few months of the war the proletariat 
struggled independently against capitalism as a whole. In its 
fascist as well as democratic form, and when the war against 
fascism assumed the character of a civil war of classes, the 
treacherous Stalinist, Socialist, Anarchist, FOUM organiza¬ 
tions made their main task the veering of the proletariat off 
its class line. Once this was accomplished, once the leader¬ 
ship of the war passed into the hands of the democratic bour-^ 
geoisie (the liquidation of workers militias, workers’ control 
,pr oduetion, etc.) the reactionary labor leadership concen- 
tx3®fd its efforts in getting the proletariat to lay down 
their lives to ’’fight fascism”- which in this case meant the 
spilling of workers blood in defense of oppression by the de¬ 
mocratic as opposed to the fascist wing of capitalism. The 
workers were told that they were fighting reaction, but they 
were not told that in fighting in a bourgeois Peoples Army 
*they were actually dying so that a gang of self-styled- liberal 







capitalists would have the.right to exploit them. The slogan "a 
war against fascism" .became transformed into the best piece of 
bourgeois propaganda. The failure of the Spanish proletariat to 
realize the, transformation of the niv.il war of classes into an 
imperialist war was due precisely to the fact that they wore poi¬ 
soned by. this abstract "anti-fascism", by this dangerous cry of 
"defeat reaction first". 

The Spanish events torch us this; the policy of revolutionary de¬ 
featism (working for the defeat of one's own government and bour¬ 
geoisie) does not only apply bo - n war be tween two national capi¬ 
talist states but to n war between two groups -of capitalists wi¬ 
thin a single .state* All glue, all attempts to gauge events by 
the compass of geography In,; bond the compass of the class struggle 
are merely actions of pseudo-revolutionists' who have not under¬ 
stood the elementary point that .'the class s truggle has no bounda¬ 
ries. For revolutionists, Spain is not a passing episode, to be 
forgotten and loft alone. The behavior towards the .Spanish events 
marks the testing ground, for any political grouping's attitude to¬ 
wards bourgeois democracy. The test is in the concrete, in the 
living. For it does not matter tc us how many times the Stalinists, 
Anarchists or Trotskyists may protest, as they do, that, they are 
irreconcilable opponents of democratic capitalism. The hypocricy 
of these treacherous people must bo exposed to the workers. The 
workers must be taught that it is impossible to support in practice 
an imperialist war in defense of Spanish democratic, capitalism and 
at the same time fight for its overthrow. 

9) We reject any two class form of government (workers and peasants 
government, workers and fa rriers government or the "democratic 
dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry"). We reject this 
concept on the ground that nothing in between a workers or ca¬ 
pitalist dictatorship is possible in present day society. The 
rejection of the idea of two class form of government applies 
equally as well to backward countries where an alliance with the 
peasantry is possible. The alliance with the peasantry must be. 
understood to mean the obtaining of the aid of the peasantry for 
the proletariat • s elevation .into power and not the sharing of 
power with any other class. . ■ 

10}Just as we are opposed to the ido- of a two class form of rule or 
a workers and farmers alliance for advanced countries, equally 
as well do we combat the formation of a two class (Farmer-Labor) 
party. A Marxist organization represents only the proletariat, 
though in liberating the proletariat it liberates all oppressed 
humanity. 

11) In 1917 there took ple.ee a victorious proletarian revolution in 
Russia which was crushed through a gradual counter-revolutionary 
process by the Stalinist bureaucracy which became transformed 
into the ruling capitalist class. What exists- in Russia today 
is a state capitalist econpmy where the exploiters, tho managers, 
directors, and other functionaries are in complete control of the 
means of Production having expropriated these from the proleta¬ 
riat. The coming socialist revolution in Russia will be oqa. i L y 
political as economic, since it has as its purpose not only ..he 
seizure of power from the hands of the totalitarian Stalinxsu 






regime but also the expropriation of the industries from the state 
capitalists and their return to the control of the proletariat# 

12) We condemn and split from the policy of the social-patriots who 
attempt to rally the proletariat to the defense of state capita¬ 
list Russia under the slogan "defend the workers state". Like¬ 
wise a condemnation of those so-called Marxists who recognize 

in Russia a state capitalism hut who would have the working 
class defend imperialist Russia on the false and ridiculous 
ground that state capitalism is a progressive economic develop¬ 
ment worth fighting for. 

13) In regard to the present imperialist war in Europe we state 
categorically and unequivocally to the world proletariat that 
Russia too is waging an imperialist war and is, like any other 
imperialist power, playing the game of power politics. It is 
imperative to expose the hollowness of the Trotskyist fight 
against Stalinism and the identical views held toy Trotskyism 
and Stalinism In regard to their Joint declaration that the 
invasion of Poland and Finland toy Russia has a progressive 
significance. 

14) The Stalinist Parties of the various countries are foreign a- 
gencies of the Russian ruling class operating within the ranks 
of labor. Unlike Social-Democracy which owes Its allegiance 
to the national bourgeoisie, the Communist Parties of the va¬ 
rious countries owe their first allegiance to the Russian ru¬ 
ling class and become directly allied with the national bour¬ 
geoisie only when this coincides with the foreign policy of 
the Russian ruling class. Even where the Communist Party ope¬ 
rates within a country which is lined up against Russia, the 
Communist Party though acting as an opposition, nevertheless 
pursues a counter-revolutionary role, since its policies are 
not guided by what is best for the interests of the proletariat 
but what is best for the interests of the Russian ruling class. 
It can be said therefore that by not advocating the revolutio¬ 
nary road Stalinism serves the national bourgeoisie in other 

ways even though this national bourgeoisie Is lined up 
against Russia. 

15) We emphasize to the workers that only by working for the 
transformation of the present imperialist war into civil 
war, i.e., revolutionary defeatism, can the proletariat be¬ 
gin a real struggle against the mad slaughter begun by ca¬ 
pitalism. We must divorce ourselves from any pacifist ,stand 
because any "anti-war" position which avoids the crucial 
question of civil war against capitalism in one way or ano¬ 
ther aids the bourgeoisie in driving the workers into the pa¬ 
triotic swamp. We reject any pacifist panaceas which aim to 
fight imperialist war through parliamentary action (like a 
war referendum, the Ludlow amendment) because by putting the 
anti-war fight on a parliamentary plane the real struggle, 
which belongs on the streets, is completely sidetracted. 

We fight against the concept of an "anti-fascist" war and 
explain to the workers that the only war wa will participate 
in is a civil war again»t -capitalism. 



( V) 

16 ); In regard to so-called wars of national liberation and colo¬ 
nial wars., we declare: 

. a) National wars of liberation had their progressive cha¬ 
racter at a time when capitalism on" a world scale was on 
the upgrade and played a progressive role, at a time 
when the idea of a national state was used by capitalism 
to smash the feudal principalities which acted as a 
barrier to the development of the productive forces. 

The centralized state gave impetus to the development of 
capitalism and by doing so prepared the economic and po¬ 
litical conditions for the rise of the proletarian class 
struggle and the proletarian revolution, 
b) In the imperialist epoch, when capitalism as a whole, on 
a world scale, is decayed, two other aspects enter into 
the question. In the first place, we find a situation 
where in all countries of Europe and the American con¬ 
tinents the bourgeoisie is in power, occupied no more 
with fighting any feudal enemy, which long ago has been 
liquidated, but spending its energy and time in fighting 
the rising proletarian revolution. Wherever h national 
movement does spring up in any of these "oppressed" or 
backward countries, the national movement merely has.as 
its aim the substitution of Ita own native bourgeois 
oppression of the workers and peasants for foreign ca¬ 
pitalist oppression- a step which certainly is not pro¬ 
gressive in the least. The national movement does not 
represent anymore a struggle of growing capitalism 
fighting against feudal restrictions on the productive 
forces, but a fight between two capitalist wings, a 
strong imperialist and a weak national bourgeois group. 

The task of the revolutionary organization is not to 
surport a war of the weak capitalist nation against a 

igv ,. ,s,trohg imperialist power. The prolotaria,tis..,duty.. i.s.,tp... 

combat both. This concept concretizes itself in the re¬ 
fusal' on the, part of the proletariat to...support the pre¬ 
sent war on the part of (.he Chinese bourgeoisie- against 
Japan. .The Chinese proletariat, if it is not to lose 
its class perspective and If it is not to become, an a- 
gent. of the national bourgeoisie, must.strive to disinte¬ 
grate the Chinese bourgeois army, to work for the revolu¬ 
tionary defeat of the armed nationalist forces and for 
the creation of an independent proletarian militia. In 
those territories taken, over by Japan, the Chinese prole¬ 
tarian struggle against imperialism is again' not synony¬ 
mous with the fight by the Chinese bourgeois- nationalists 
against the Japanese imperialists* Though we could con¬ 
ceive of a situation where the proletariat fighting under 
its own banners marches separately and strides together 
in an uprising against the Japanese imperialists, the 
present situation does not warrant such a line of approach. 
At present, the proletariat is not fighting on a class 
basis. The only, possibility for its rise to a class po¬ 
sition is by. a head-ron-collision against - the Chiang Kai- 
Shek, forces. 

The second change that the imperialist epoch has 
brought into, the situation is this; 
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In countries like India where the bourgeois revolution, in the 
sense of -bringing the. national bourgeoisie into political power, 
has not ocurred as yet, the development of capitalist relation¬ 
ships by British imperialism’-has brou-gh to the surface a native 
Indian proletariat struggling fob power even before the bourgeoi¬ 
sie had had the opportunity to wield power* This complex pheno¬ 
menon has interlocked the proletarian revolution with the bour¬ 
geois revolution, that is, it has permitted the proletariat to 
step in the forefront of the struggle against the feudal remnants, 
seize the power for itself and carry out the bourgeois revolu¬ 
tion (division of land, etc.) to its fullest completion. Gran¬ 
ting the possibility of the proletariates seizure of power in 
India, the struggle of the Indian bourgeoisie for: national libe¬ 
ration does not represent anymore any historical, progressive step 
as its struggle doe's not act as a necessary pre-requisite for ohe 
coming into existence of the proletarian dictatorship* 

The task of the Indian proletariat at present is to mobilize 
the peasants behind it and launch a struggle against British 
imperialism , a struggle whose basic content will be a class one- 
the struggle of the proletariat to seize power* The struggle 
against imperialism cannot be separated from the struggle uf the 
proletariat to seize power in India. Should an uprising against 
Britain break out, the proletariat will aim to fight independen¬ 
tly, under its own armed militia. If the proletariat succeeds 
to enter the uprising independently, succeeds in lighting against 
British imperialism under its own workers organs, then it will 
be confronted with the possibility of striking together with th® 
bourgeois nationalists against the immediate, common foe- Bri¬ 
tish imperialism* This, however, must be accompanied^with an 
expose of the bourgeois nationalists and the preparation to begin 
a struggle against -the very same ’’allies' 1 . Should, however, the 
bourgeois nationalists rise up against Britain and should the 
struggle only be limited to a fight between these t-wo rivals, 
with the proletariat not fighting independently, the task of the 
proletarian revolutionists will be to refuse to support the In¬ 
dian nationalists in such a struggle, to fight to disintegrate 
the bourgeois nationalist armed forces and the creation ox an 
independent workers army. 

c}In countries where- the proletariat cannot play any decisive role 
in national.events and where the proletariat’s seizure of power 
is completely out of question,! on*Arab countries (excluding ^ 

Palestine) Iran, Afghanistan, fUam and other such Backward areas. 
it is quite in order for the international revolutionists.of ta© 
world to support a struggle or war on the part of the nationa¬ 
list movement against imperialism* This support cannot in any 
way compromise, the national proletariat as the ^national proleta¬ 
riat, if one could speak of a proletariat, is iu no- position to 
seize power because ofthe lack of capitalistic development of 
these countries. We give this support because of the blow r at 
the imperialist power that such a nationalist fight delivers* 

The blow at the imperialist power becomes in this instance ohe 
basis for our support, although such a basis for supporting the 
war on the part of China is rejected by us. The' difference is 
that whereas in China or India support of the nationalist move¬ 
ment glosses over the class struggle-within the country and 
makes~ n the blow at imperialism” rise above the interest. a of the 





national proletariat, in the other countries mentioned, "the 
blow at imperialism” is the only thing that ©an possibly 
stand out, as there exists no real proletarian class struggle 
to speak of. • • 

17)Though constituting one economic unit, world capitalism in 
spreading its tentacles, to all parts of the globe, has de¬ 
veloped not along an even path but has undergone rather a very 
uneven economic development,. The division of the world into 
advanced and backward countries is a characteristic example 
of this uneven development. As a result of this, the prole¬ 
tariat of all countries do not have the same problems and 
tasks in the struggle for power. In countries of a backward 
nature, the proletariat is confronted with the problem of 
struggling for the handing over of the land to the peasants, 
for a constituent assembly and many other democratic bour¬ 
geois demands which will win the peasantry as an ally for 
the proletariat. In advanced countrio a, where socialist 
tasks are on the order of the day, the proletarian revolu¬ 
tion will be primarily a one class revolution, fopght out not 
only against capitalist relationships in industry but against 
bourgeois modes of agricultural life. Viewing the problem 
thus, we reject for advanced countries the slogan of land to 
the farmers, a slogan which has as it® aim the wiping out of 
high agricultural capitalist land relationships and the re¬ 
turn to petty-bourgeois forms of land ownership, which in 
essence is a step backward in historical development. Agri¬ 
culture in advanced countries being so ripe for socialism, 
we cannot possibly conceive of workers and farmers alliance 
that can in any way benefit the proletariat* 

18) On the road to building tin now Marxist International, the re 
volutionists must declare firmly that only by independent re¬ 
volutionary agitation among the working class as a whole and 
not by any fusln with or affiliation to reformist or centrist 
groupings and Internationals can the way be prepared for the 
formation of a new revolutionary International Party Center. 
The guiding formula of the Marxists in the struggle for the 
building of the New International must be; unity with the 
opportunists is .a split within the ranks of labor; a split 
with these people is unity of the working, class. . 

* . 

There are at present three distinct currents other than the 
Marxist one operating within the ranks of labor. There is. 
reformism represented by the Second International and its 
affiliated Socialist Parties; the Stalinist current; and last 
there is the centrist current which, because of its vaecila- 
tory, changing political program, does not have a Unified, 
single International but expresses itself in the existence 
of many centrist organizations each fighting each other on 
this or that point but having one thing in common:• the re¬ 
jection of the revolutionary policy. 

Reformism is a political tendency representing the aris¬ 
tocracy of labor which is bribed the bourgeoisie and'conse¬ 
quently forms the agency of capitalism within the ranks of 
labor, par from desiring the overthrow of capitalism, from 
whom it derives its benefits, it seeks to preserve it, to 
patch it up, to reform it. Its socialistic talk is only a 
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cover for its counter-revolutionary deeds. Social-Democracy , 
seeding to reform capitalism, is consequently the upholder of 
the capitalist democratic system under whose form of rule its 
reformist activities best unfold themselves. Bourgeois de¬ 
mocracy is therefore the goal, the dream, and aspiration of 
Social-Democracy. Social-Democracy's,"struggle” against fa¬ 
scism. is evidently to prevent the destruction of its organi¬ 
zation and influence by fascism and not to develop the pro¬ 
letarian revolution. Its "struggle" against fascism, having 
the aim of preserving capitalist democracy, must consequently 
be a failure as capitalist democracy is historically played 
out. To wrest the proletariat away from the influences of 
reformism, the Marxist organization can only have the aim of 
destroying the Socialist Party organization. Any illusions 
about reforming this bankrupt outfit can only play Into the 
hands of the reformist leadership. 

The Communist Parties outside of Russia have an entirely 
different role set for them than the role laid out for Social- 
Democracy. The Stalinist Party in America will at one time 
support Roosevelt, at another time oppose him; will at one 
time call for a bigger military budget, at another time de¬ 
clare against It; it will change its line from open support 
to tbe capitalist class to sabotaging the military machine of 
U.S. imperialism. Unlike Social-Democracy which has a con¬ 
sistent reformist line as it is at all times bound to support 
its own national bourgeoisie., Stalinism, owing allegiance to 
the Russian ruling class, does and must alter its positions 
in accordance with the change of the foreign policy of Russian 
imperialism. When the policy of Russian imperialism consisted 
in making a play for Anglo-French-American imperialisms,' the 
policy of the Communist Parties in these countries was one of 
full support to the latter’s war machines. The Communist 
Parties collaborated fully with the national bourgeoisies of 
these "democratic" countries in suppressing any working class 
revolt-as it would cripple the military machine of these 
’democracies" and would consequently weaken Russian imperia¬ 
lism with whom the latter was working for an alliance. Came 
a change in foreign policy, concretized in German-Russo coo¬ 
peration, the Communist Parties were given the task to change 
the line from support of "a war for democracy" to a bitter 
attack against the imperialist war aims of the Anglo-French 
entente. 

This new line on the part of Stalinism must not be viewed 
as an ultra-left turn just as It was false to see in Stalinism 
a reformist tendency when it came out in support of Roosevelt, 
Both the "left" and "right" twists of the Communist Parties 
must be viewed as one big demagogic swindle of the Russian ru¬ 
ling class. 

In dealing with Stalinism, the WORKERS PARTY does not fall 
into the error of approaching the American workers with the 
sole cry that the Stalinists are guilty of this and that trea¬ 
chery in Russia. Undoubtedly we make It a point to show the 
American workers the exploitation of the Russian workers and we 
go to lengths to show that it Is impossible to even begin strug¬ 
gling for the overthrow of American capitalism if the illusion 
is bred that Russia is a workers state. In exposing Stalinism 
the WORKERS PARTY ocoup.i-e-6 the mind of the American worker with 
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the counter-revolutionary activities that Stalinism is guilty 
in America, in spite of their "left” turn, with the obstacle 
that Stalinism represents in America to the overthrow of Ame¬ 
rican capitalism. Unless we point out to the American wor¬ 
kers the counter-revolutionary policy of Stalinism on the day 
to day questions in the -American class struggle, the American 
worker will see the thing as a foreign question separated 
from his own problems* 

Within the centrist current there are two main organiza¬ 
tional poles^ the organizations belonging to the London- 
• Amsterdam Buro and the Trotskyist Fourth International”. 

On the fundamental questions of the day one can hardly find 
a'principled difference between both centrist centers and yet 
they are organizationally apart, The same holds true for many 
groupings who have split from the Tret skyists. Fundamentally 
they remain Trotskyist in program, but have established sepa¬ 
rate organizations because of some minor point of difference 
each has-with the official Trotsky ist organization. The 
WORKERS PARTY is aware of the fact that while Trotskyism and 
other centrist tendencies are In the wide sense of the term 
left-stalinist, since they all aland for the defense of 
Russia, nevertheless they constitute a political tendency se* 
parate and apart from the Stalinist and are not to be put in 
the same pot with the Communist, Parties who take direct or¬ 
ders from Moscow. It goes without, saying that the WORKERS 
PARTY stands for the smashing of all these centrist organi¬ 
zations . 

19) In this respect, the American revolutionists are confronted 
with the task of combatting the Labor Party trend which has 
been sweeping the country. This Labor Party is being fur¬ 
thered by a combination of liberals and labor elements who 
seek to divert the proletarians struggle for the revolu¬ 
tionary overthrow of capitalism into reformist channels. 

The amalgamation of the ’’labor” leaders with the Roosevelt 
New Deal administration indicates clear^f that the American 
bourgeoisie has undertaken to feed the proletariat some ra¬ 
dical demagogy-as a result of the proletariat’s disgust 
with the old conservative policies. Should the Labor Party 
go out on its own, independent of the Roosevelt group, it 
will be a clear indication that the American workers have 
become disgusted with liberal demagogy as well, making it 
necessary for the labor opportunists to feed them ’’labor” 
propaganda as a means of driving them off the revolutionary 
road. To the Marxists of course, the Labor Party movement > 
far from representing any progressive development, repre¬ 
sents a reactionary move to divert the workers from, the re¬ 
volutionary path. Revolutionists work for smashing the La¬ 
bor Party and are opposed to affiliating to it. 

20) We must take into account that the rise of the CIO movement 
shows a disgust of the American workers with the old, con¬ 
servative policy of the AFL which, based on craft unionism, 
for years refused to organize the millions of unorganized 
workers. At the same time, it must be pointed out that the 
CIO is not an organization, which came to tha fore- to utilize 
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the discontent in order to lead the workers towards m i .1 i !. . t, 

class action. The CIO, though built on an industrial b'i, - i.-;, 
has as its aim the prevention of the organization of the on- 
organized by the revolutionists and their being organized I rv* 
stead on a class collaborationist line. We show .the workers 
that the formation of the CIO was sanctioned by the' Roosevelt 
wing of capitalism and cannot therefore have any. class strug¬ 
gle character. It is necessary to combat labeling the CIO as 
progressive by pointing out that there is nothing progressive 
in the organization of workers on a class collaborationist 
program. It is urgently necessary to help the workers rid 
themselves of their class collaborationist leadership. 

21) In line with our.declaration that the main enemy is at home- 
the American bourgeoisie- it becomes doubly necessary to 
expose to the workers the demagogic liberal policy of Roose¬ 
velt by which he manages to tie the proletariat to the cha¬ 
riot of the capitalistic government machine. We point out 
that the NRA, NLRB and many of the other ’’pro-labor' 1 laws, 
together with the increasing interference of the government 
in labor problems, as shown by the aid it gave to the for¬ 
mation of the CIO and its consequent appeal for unity of the 
Lewis outfit with the AFL, had as their sole purpose the 
bringing about a governmental control over the labor unions 
and labor in general. We expose the anti-fascist preten¬ 
sions of the Roosevelt regime by showing that while pursu¬ 
ing a verbal anti-fascist campaign, the Hoosevelt administra¬ 
tion borrowed one of the caridanl principles of the fascist 
program- the incorporation of labor into the state apparatus. 

The intrusion of the Roosevelt regime into economic 
affairs (regulation of the agricultural output through the' 

AAa, the regulation of hours and wages, the undertaking of a 
government electric enterprise, called the TVA, etc.) must not 
be viewed as isolated, unconnected incidents but have to be 
noted down by Marxists as marking a further step away from 
the laissez-faire theory in favor of a mild form of state ca¬ 
pitalism. This gathering of economic power by the state 
brought its necessary corrolary- the integration of labor 
under the wings of the government. Both tendencies must be 
fought by Marxists. 

In connection with Roosevelt’s attempt to bind the pro¬ 
letariat to the governmental apparatus, the bourgeoisie has 
of late gone in for a new policy in dealing with workers’ de¬ 
mands for reforms. Years"ago, the policy of the capitalist 
state was to obstruct and fight every demand for legislation 
which would, at least on paper, grant reforms to the working 
class, with the result that any gain which the proletariat 
made, was made by the workers themselves. Independently of the 
state. This drove the proletariat further away from dependence 
on the capitalist state and offered revolutionistsa beautiful 
opportunity to connect the struggle for Immediate demands with 
the struggle for power. In realization of this danger, the 
American bourgeoisie (and this policy appears to have become 
the policy of international capital) has invented a new method 
by which the clamor for-reforms will be partially satisfied; 
satisfied, however, in such a manner that will prove more harm¬ 
ful to the proletariat than beneficial. The state no more 
opposes reforms; it, in fact, initiates them. And by initiating 
them it obtains the support of the proletariat. The proleta¬ 
riat, becomes so preoccupied with obtaining the new reform that 
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Germany it grew by the smashing of the labor organization;;. The 
aim, of course, is the same everywhere. The methods alone differ. 

b* Although no blueprint can be made as to the method of the 
development of fascism in general, it is to be noted that in 
Germany and. Italy fascism relied on the petty “bourgeois i o for its 
mass support, 

c) Once having understood fascism, the problem of fighting it 
can then be tackled. As proletarian revolutionists, we are not 
part of that ’’anti-fascist crowd which ’’fights” fascism for deny¬ 
ing the ’’personal liberties” enjoyed .under democratic capitalism. 
Neither do we fall into that ”anti-fascist” circle whose sole and 
primary activity consists in ’’combatting” fascism. As proletarian 
revolutionists we are not pure and simple anti-fascists. First 
a.nd foremost we are anti-capitalists. We are also anti-fascist 
for no other reason than fascism is only another' 'form of capita¬ 
lism, and in fighting capitalism we of necessity have to fight 
fascism. Our anti-fascism is comparable to our being anti¬ 
liberal, anti-monarchist, anti-clerical, anti any form of move¬ 
ment or gpvemment which is not proletarian. We take special care 
to emphasize this point because of the latest danger that has ari¬ 
sen within the proletarian ranks: the tendency to concentrate on 
fighting fascism and forget about the fight against capitalism as 

a whol-e* In doing so, what has happened and what unavoidably had 
to happen was that the proletariat became the agent of democratic 
capitalism* It is to be concluded therefore that the fire of re¬ 
volutionists must never be concentrated upon one for'm of reaction 
or another but upon the system, capitalist society, which produ¬ 
ces that monster. 

d) Revolutionists must consequently reject the simple idea of 
a united front against fascism (with other so-called labor* orga¬ 
nizations) which is divorced from-the class struggle against ca¬ 
pitalism. For such an ’’anti-fascist” united front must unavoi¬ 
dably become a democratic and not a labor front. 

We do not believe in a united front against fascism in ge¬ 
neral-just as it would have been ridiculous for the Bolshevik! In 
Russia to have concluded a united front with the Mensheviki against 
.absolutism in general. We do believe and spend our efforts in 
propagating unite*d front actions with other labor organizations on 
immediate issues, such as stopping a fascist provocation, fascist 
putsch, preventing a fascist demonstration and many other imme¬ 
diate aspects in the fight against the fascists. The point to 
remember isthat at no time must we allow our anti-fascist acti¬ 
vity to become an end in itself, that is, every independent or 
united front action against the fascists that we enter into must 
•be viewed not from the standpoint of anti-fascist activity as 
such but from the standpoint that these activities are inextri¬ 
cably bound up with the fight against the capitalist system. Thus, 
evevj demonstration against the fascists must be permeated with 
the slogans tending to give the Idea that fascism is the child of 
capitalism and that our struggle Is not so much against the child 
as against the mother breeding the offspring. It must be emphasi¬ 
zed that once we permit our activities against the fascists to 
remain pure and simple anti-fascism and not made part of the 
struggle against capitalism, the obvious result will be the dri¬ 
ving of the proletariat off its class axis, the creation of a 
democratic front (Peoples Front) or at its best, a scort of mili¬ 
tant kind of anti-fascism as demanded by Trotsky & Co. This mili¬ 
tant kind of a»tl-faacism ia nothing short of the Spanish affair 
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stages, whore the fight against fascism became a 
ftc.r fought in the interests of democratic capitalism. It is 
quite conceivable that the democratic bourgeoisie mayfind it 
necessary once it, is pressed hard enough by a militant form of 
nti-fascism, to oven enter into a military struggle against the 
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